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This issue of Journalism: Theory, Practice and Criticism travels a bit in each direction. Asked to address what they thought the future of journalism would look like, the members of its editorial board offer variable and often contradictory answers that, as a meta exercise in the shaping of inquiry, say much about how academics orient themselves to times, developments and issues yet to be experienced.
Some scholars choose to narrow their fi eld of predictions by focusing on contexts, either geographic -US journalism, Australian news -or contentdriven -science journalism, alternative journalism, working-class journalism. Others seek to broaden their auguring task by highlighting the key problems facing journalism as it moves into its future -globalization, changing business pressures, internationalizing journalism education, diminished work conditions and defi nitional ambiguity. Still others offer new ways of confi guring journalism's operation -the second person effect, offsetting disintermediation, the three step fl ow. And fi nally, other scholars seek to pinpoint how journalism has changed or might yet change further: is European news leading the way of the journalistic project? Can multiplatform journalists alter the landscape of news-work? Will India emerge as a new venue in which to think about all things journalistic? Will journalism save itself by reorienting towards workers rather than consumers?
There are problems with envisioning the future of any phenomenon. The work of prediction presumes that conditions stay the same or continue changing in similar ways. How we accommodate uncertainty, contingency, accidents, historical and situational specifi city says much about the tasks of prediction and projection, neither of which always hold fast over time. In 1876, an internal Western Union memo predicted that the telephone had too many problems to ever be of value. And in 1923, the Nobel Prizewinner in Physics said that we would never tap the potential of the atomic bomb.
Against these parameters our journey embarks into the future of journalism, as envisioned by our editorial board members. Refl ect on their topics, ponder their choices and move with them on their temporally motivated provocations. Hopefully, they will tell us much not only about where journalism might be in 10, 20 or 100 years' time but where we are today in its surround.
As we celebrate and look forward at the same time, we would like to acknowledge and thank a number of people who have made the mission possible. Firstly Briony Fane, the journal's chief editorial assistant, who is often Journalism's main link and contact with authors and reviewers; to Carolyn Kitch, our current book review editor, to Kevin Williams and Jean Chalaby, previous book review editors; to Matt Carlson, Lokman Tsui, Keren TenenboimWeinblatt and Michael Serazio for their editorial assistance in the US offi ce; to members past and present of our editorial board for their support throughout the project; to our guest editors Silvio Waisbord (2:2); Chris Atton (4:3), Hanno Hardt (5:4); Cynthia Carter (6:3); Félix F. Gutiérrez (7.3); James S. Ettema and Theodore L. Glasser (8:5); Risto Kunelius (9:4); Sonia Moreira and José Marques de Melo (10:1); Mark Deuze and Tim Marjoribanks (10:5); to our publisher SAGE -in particular Julia Hall who initiated and developed the idea with us and Jane Price who saw the production into reality -and more recently Mila Steele and Caroline Sparrow, who took over from Julia and Jane; and fi nally to Michael Bromley who was with us at the birth, incubation and early years of the Journalism project. Thanks and much appreciation to you all.
